TljyPIT KILLING 



Testiraon^r of -(Mrs, Helen Markham. March 26, lQ6i' . (3 H "^n!! 'st • ilip. p- 
.deposition -( 23/1964 7 H k^ZM) 

i'lrs. i-iarkham is presented to the ComrrMssion as an eyewitness to 
the Slaying, There has been considerable public dispute about the 
accuracy of her testimony and her reliability as a witness. The Con- 
iiiission xuself is hard put to explain her adjiiitted description of the 
as i.iavj.ng wavy as-ir, which it atueiiipts to do in the report. 

Charles i%r-ray is listed in the appearances as "observer”. 

Before her testiraony begins, the questioner. Asst. Counsel Ball. 
IS impelled to say, "Take it easy, this is Just - ", at which point 
she interrupts him to say, "l am very shook up." She has an 8th grade 
eaucauion which ended when she got married. In her almost 2$ vears 
of married life (not married on the day of her testimony), she spent 
about 8 as a housewife. She has 5' children, including one son who 
■'suays with me", ohe is a waitress. (p,305^ 

On the day of the assassination she left home a little after 1 
intending to cauch the bus at ratton and Jefferson. Her- address is 
328 East Ninth./ Asked again about the time, she says, "l wouldn’t be 
afraid to bet it wasn’t 6 or 7 minutes after 1." She usually gets her 
bus at 1-lp so it was before l;l5. Asked which side of the street she 
lives on, she says, "That would be on the left", to which Mr. Ball 
replied, "You’re right", and she says, "Y'es, it- would be right." At 
the corner of Tenth and Patton she had to stop (p,306) because of 
traffic, ahe was on the northwest corner but is# uncertain whether it 



was, in fact, the northwest come; 



She saw, presumably while she was 



standing on the corner waiting for traffic,/ a <jl man on the opposite side 
of Tenth, almost across Patton '^treet. Asked in what direction, she 
ijo-id, 1 guess uhis would be sout h, " Br, Ball gently corrects ne'c. 



lying. 



i^long iOtn, easi. 1 ? ivas it along 10th?" She says it t^as, a.nd 
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he was walking away from her. When she first saw the police car-, "He 
was driving real slow, alraost up to this man ... kept walking, you 
know, and the polic e car kasi going real slow now, rea.1 slow, and they 
iijst kept coraing into the curb, and finally they got way up there a 
little ways up, well, it stopped." 

By this she meant that at a point both the man who was walking and 
the police car stopped. Then, "l saw? the raan com.e over to the car very 
slow, leaned and put his arms just like this, he leaned over in this 
window and looked i n this window." Ball asked, "lie -put his arms on 
the window ledge?" Mrs. Markham replied, "The window was doan. " This 
is repeated a, couple of times without Mrs. Markhais being asked how, in 
fact, she knew that the window on the side of the car away from her 
and with the bulk of the body of the car between her and it, was, in 
fact, down. The policeman was sitting behind the wheel on the driver^ s 
side, alone. At this point the testimony takes the form of statement 
by Ball with affirms,tion by Mrs. Markham, Meanw’gile she says, traffic 
continued to flow and "in a few minutes this man ... drew back and he 
stepped back about two steps," following which "The policeman calmly 
opened the car door, very slowly, wasn’t angry or nothing, he calmly 
crawled out of this car, and I still just thought a friendly conversa- 
tion, maybe disturba.nce in the house, I did not know; well, just as the 
policeman got In - " (p.307). Ba.ll Interrupted to ask, "Which way did 
he walk?" and Mrs. Markham replied, "Towards the front" and he had 
gotten even with the front wheel on that side when the man shot him. 

She heard three shots, after which "The man, he just walked calmly, , 
fooling with his gun," back toward her, toward Patton Street, the direc- 
tion he had jtist come. She repeats "He didn't run. ¥hen he saw me he 



looked at me, stared at me. I put nijr hands over my face like this. 
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c?LOsed my eyes. I gradually opened o my fingers like this, and I opened 
my eyes, and when ^ did he started off in kind of a little trot," this 
time towards Jefferson. Then she ran to fine policeman. She said before 
she put her hands over her eyes, she didn’t do anything "becaiise I 
co'i.ldrMt”, She said nothing for the same reason. Asked ''You looked 
at hima" She replied, "Yes, sir. He locked wild. I mean, well, he 
did to me.'' As he was going toward Jefferson Street, away from her, 
she said, "l was afraid he was fixing to kill me.” She declined to 
estimate her distance from, aim the shooting, (p.308) 

Appa.rently, from her testimony, he "kept fooling with his gun". 
Asked in what hand he had it, she replied, "He had it in both of them," 
Asked if there was anbyody else there, she said, "l was there alone by 
myself." She saw no one "until I was at Hr. Tippit’s side. I tried to 
save his life, which was I didn’t know at that time I couldn’t do some- 
thing for him," Then she said, "l was screaming and hollering and I 
was trying to help him all I could, and I would have, I was with him 
until they put him in the ambulance," She-' said she never made 1 an 
estimate of the distance between her position and Tippit’s. Asked 
again abo'at the distance, she sa.js, "How I couldn’t tell you how many 
feet or nothing because I have never h3.d no occasions to measiire ttis.t." 
Dulles wanted to know, "''Jas it further than this table, the length of 
this table?" She replied, "it was across the street." .rkul^es then 
inquired, "it was two or three times the length of this table?" Her 
reply was, "Across from the street. That was too close." At this point 
Ball said, "we have a map coming from the FBI, "e thought it would be 
here this morning. " (p.309) 




_ Hapkh.sxii 

She says she was taken to the -olice ^epartraent ”iimed:lately" and later 
uhat day attended a lineupo She thinks there were k men in the linenp. 
Simaxar in o\u.j.d, siae and coloring and ”all about the same height.” 
nsiieu wno else ws.s in ohs lineup room, the Coriitnlssion could get nothing 
more than "policemen” from her. She denied seeing ”a picture of anyone” 
on television or elsewhere prior to the lineup. She also denied bfeinn 
spoicen 00 by the police and especially denied a statement such as "we 



"h.-rr P 



:r XD ^ 1 






had the right man” or sor® thing of that sort, when ask 
denies she was told in what position the man would be. Asked if she 
had ever seen any of the men in the lineup, she said she could not 
-■-denbii"?' any anct hs.ci never seen any of them before, (p.310) 

■''■t on^s poj.,i.j,i.> uaii, who had been tsstifying for her with fa.ir co'"_ 
sistency, resumed this method of questioning and said, "has there a 
nimiber two man in there--” She replied, "number two is the one ^ picked.” 



Ball said 


then, "hell, i thought 


jou jkust told me 


tha- 


prou hand ’ t - " 


a u w m c n. p 


oint she interrupted tr 


0 sapr, ”i thought 


prou 


wanted me to de 


scribe the 


ir nothing." 








'd hs re 


had been no reference 


to clothing. It 


had 


begun with the 



simpis question, ''Did you recognize anyone in the lineup-"" 

She also interrupted Ball’s nest question which was, "No. I wanted 
to Know if tna-c aa^f -when 3^ou were in there if grou saw anprone in there ~ ' 
ana au this point sae interrupted to say, "Number two," She said, "thep- 
kept asking me which one, which one. I sadd, number two. When I said 
j.iUinDer owo, - j-ust got weau, " Bp^- this she meant n-otiiber ti-jo 
man i saw shoot the policeman." Ball said. "You rt 



h' 



s appearance?" and i''irs, hiarkhain said, "l asked 



6 P 


t i-JO 


was 


" t he 


gn, 


Ized 


him 


from 


lOi 


oked 


at 


him. 



when I saw this man I wasn’t sure, but I had cold chj 



.3 just run all 



over me. 
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Bali asked, '’idhen you sakf him-)" and she replied, ”when I saw the 

man. But I wasn^t sure, so, you see, I told them I wanted to be sure, 

■and looked at his face is what I was looking at, mostly is what I 

looked at, on account of his ^ eyes, the way he looked at me. So 1 

asked them if they would turn him sideways, 'Ihey did, and then they 

turned him back around, and I said the second, and they said, which one, 

and I said 1 number two. So when I said that, well, I just kind of fell 

over. -iiverybody in there, you know, was beginning to talk, and I don’t 
She had remarkably 

know, just - /Good vision to see his eyes diagonally across the 
intersection. 

As to his clothing, ”He had on a light short jacket, dark trousers. 
I looked at his clothing, but I looked at his face, too," Asked then, 
"Did he have the same clothing on that the man had that you saw shoot 
the officer?" Her reply was, "He had thsee dark trousers on." Then, 
"Did he have a jacket or a shirt? The man that you saw shoot Officer 
Tippit and run away, did you notice if he had a jacket on?" She said, 
"He had a Jacket on when he done it." She described it as a "short 
jacket, open in the front, kind of a gra^rish tan," which she told the 

„ W — , 

sa.id, "i can’t remember that." .Asked if the number t'wb man did, she 
replied negatively. She said he was wearing a light shirt and dark 
trousers. Asked again, "Did you recognize the man from his clothing 
or from his face?" she replied, "Mostly from his fa.cd", and she was 
sure it was the same man, 

Dulles, asked her to explain what she meant by "on acco'ont of his 
eyes" (p.31l), and she said, "He looked wild. Ths^r were glassy looki.ng, 
because I could see - ", Dulles interrupted to ask, "l-Ie had no gla.sses 

on"?" She said no and then after a few more comments, "l would know the 
man anywhere, * know I would," This seems like an odd comment to make 



lice. Asked then, "Did any man in the lineup have a Jacket o.n?" srie 
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when the man in question has been dead for so long. 

^dhe is then shown Ssihibit 162 (15 H 520 ). 
rhat jacket it is a darker jacket than that, j know it was,” She re- 



or it she says, ”Eut 






i'.'O. 



was ds,rke; 



peats th.ts in response to another question, saying, 
i^aan ohat, i know it was. At that moment was so excited _ ” Ball 
showed her a shirt then. Exhibit l50. She said, "The shirt/thL man 
naa, it was a lighter looking shirt than that.” She repeats this, 
aaying, _ i,hink ib was lighter.'' At this point Mr. Ball, "All T.io-ht " 
ana refers to -ixnibit 5?1 (17 H 228) which she identifies as the corner 

01 Bauton and lOth, She is asked ■*■0 "■onf- '"n ■■ 00 ■> > • j 

cLbn.ba uc <=-n .-V as to Lne point when he 

looked at^yuu and you looked at him.” She points to the spot. Ball 

again says, "put an X” and she says, ”l don't know, I am too nervous.” 

Bresumaoxy she did it because then Ball says, "At the time the man was 

standing at X ... where were you?” and she said on the opposite corner. 

B.^xl starts to asx, 'were you as close to the curb as - ” and changes 

this to say, "were you close to the curb at that time?” to which she 

replies,^ aff i,rmatively. My point here and the slip of Ball's to.ngue 

was the A that Mrg^ Markham put was close to and almost at the center 

of the arc of the curb, no|firaore than 3 feet away. This I am certain is 

in direct contradiction to the testimony of other witnesses: and, of 

course. Ball was aware of it, 

■Mien Axxiies asks where the car is, Ball cuts him off and says, ”Xo.‘ 
and shows her Exhibit 522 (I7 E 228) showing Dallas Police car No. 10 
near a white house which she identifies and a driveway. She says, "That 
IS the big old white house, kOii..” 

At this point Ball shows her "a general diagram”, Sxhbit. 523 (17 H S 
showing the intersection of Patton and 10th, the corner properties on 
what Is more or less the west side of ?a-*-tnn 

S-'uhi' — .jx s d^i,on ana one 4 properties on the 

s&st side /vP 

-- -J..h On bhe side of -t'atton. 



*r» O ^ 
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V/hen Markham sees it and Sallasks her "Do you understand that?’’ 
she said, '’‘This would be the corner I would be at»" But apparently this 
was in error for Ball replied, "Ho, this would be Patton. This is north 



and south. Jefferson is down here. Can you locate voursel 



e o f 



Bhe then 



orients herself. Ball asks her on which corner she was standing and 
she says, ”iJortheast corner is where ^ was standing.'' Ball says, "ilorth- 
east or northwest? This would be northeast and this would be northwest/ 
Here is where the squad car woul<^/ be. Right there. Here is 
Harkham then said„ "it would be this cornerlthen”, and Bail says, "Well, 
that is i northeast and that is northwest. Were you kitt7/cornered‘7" 
MHrkhatn agrees, "I was kit^’-- cornered from, it like this," Ball 
said, ‘'Like that?" and she said, "Yes, sir." Ball finally said, "Mell. 
this is northwest, this is northeast, southeast, . soiithwest, and hers is 
the car. are going down the street now." 

S--^me witness! She lived in the neighborhood, and after all of this, 
she never did. say what corner she was standing on. Again Ball asks her, 
"Look at a number on that and tell me where you were standing." She 
replied, "l was standing iMght at the curb." And he asks again, "Do 
you see a nuFxber?" to which she replies, "Humber 5." Ball then says, 
"Humber 5 on this diagram would be indicating the place where you would 
be standing, is that right?" and she says in return, "l was standing on 
the opposite corner from that," Hith iiafinite patience. Ball says, 

"l know, but i have got to get you to tell rae where you were standing. 



Picture yourself going down Patton towards '-J'sfferson, " She 



asKS, 



Going 



down Patton?" 'and again he explains patiwntly, telling her the direction 
from which he was coming, the direction in which her home was, and so 
forth, -inallj, he gets her to take a pen and "show your* course down 
the sidewalk", v/hen she does this. Ball says, "is there a number there 




n saysj "Near 
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that shows where you wers?’‘ and. she says,, "Yes.” .Ball ther 
5- is that right?" and she agrees, saying, "Yes." 'Dulles then want 
to know, "That is the northwest corner?" and Ball|says "Northwest 
corner; that is the northwest corner. Here is a picture. Do you. 
recognize that"" 

If this woman couldnH tell where she was standing when she 



was 



could 

h n / .Q h o 1 



*1 



identified a.s a picture of "Markham st 
saw Tionlt killin-'?" . 'R-a-h'th- 



1 s. copnop sh.6 


crosses dally 


on her 


r-TP';?' 


;-on to 


testify 


about anything 


f She 


never 


( north 


west cor 








52Il (1 


7 H 230} 


. Aftei-’ she said th 


at 


that 1 


t shows 


where she was 


^ 1 b J_ s 




*kh. 3.111 s 


t -andi ng 


at corner from 


which 


she 


time. 


Ball is 


as confused as 


the 0 


oni— 



mission's witnesses. He asks her, "Nhers was the man shot?" and she 

replies, "Bight here," and that place doesn't e\-^en show on this -Dicture, 

which is a view of latton, rather than 10th Street. So, perforce, it 

of 

was iriipossibls for -'h?s, Markham to do what he asked/her, out she was 
and 



ing,/ 


nonetheless did it. 


3 a. 11 puistl 


.y corrects himsel. 


f by 


'ut a. 


mark where you firs 


t saw him. B 


Eark that A. Then 


he we.nt 


ction 


. down the street?" 


She pointed 


out the direction 


and. 



under Ball's instruction, ^rew an- a.rrow indicating it. (p.313) 

Not trusting her to testify. Ball testified for her, saying, 
police car had not come into sight vet?" and she replied. "That Is 



right. " 



-but Lais is a contradiction of her testimorrr on p, 307 where, when 



Ball asked of this rriara "had he reached the curb vet? 



she replied "si 



most ready to get ira on the curb" and Ball then asked, "¥hat did you 
notice then?" and she replied, "fell, 1 noticed a police car coralng.” 
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Balx asks her to "put an X where the police car was when ycLi f-irst saw 
itj put an X there and we will mark that E,'' 

If she did it, I can't see it. There is only one nark that it 
nixght; be, anci even after the performance she ha.s thus fa.r piven. I an 
re_LUGtari'c t;o Dexxeve thar x-irs, i'-iarkhsin put the police Cctr on the oppo- 
site side of Patton street on what a parently was a sidewalk and severl 
carlengths away from the corner, 

la the same question, Bgii then told her, ”How, after the shootingj 
t'jhex^e was the man when you locked at him?" He told her to ''mark that 
G'h She says she was still standing in the same position. 

whereas earlier Mrs. Markham had marked thi.s spot as Jipproximatelj- 
the cenr-er of the arc of the curbline and about 3 inches in from the 
cux'b, sne at tnis point puts it on 10th Street and in the street r-atrier 
than on the sidewalk, 

■ball now begins a series of questions about photographs which is 
subsequently marked Sjjhibit 525 (17 H 250) and being vex'v careful to 
try to eliminate all the possibilities for ‘‘arkhara to raake a mist.ake, 
he draws her to the proper place ever so gently, saying, "it shows a 
corner,'' Note that even the court reporter knew this was not a question. 
She- -agreed, lie then said, "On the picture make s. mark where the ma.n was 
when he came back and looked at you," and she replied, "Yes,- sir. He 

. -.r ^ , >1 

dusv mane an tnere xn general. 



1 1 



Markham then said, "That is supposed tc be on the sidewalk". Here she 

put the man in an entirely different position. It is, as -she said, on 

point 

the sidewalk. but it is not at the same on the sidewal.!-: where she 

Ina.tia.lly located him. This time it is considerably to the left in the 

P o 1 i c e 

picture, considerably closer to the car, and in any event instead 

of a spot such as could be marked by an X. it is a line thai 
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half the t-ridth of the property nearby. Apparently Ball assioined she 
had followed his instructions becatise, in offering the photograph in 
e\ridencs, he said, "The X marks the position of the man who did the 
shooting on the corner after the shooting, and the .arrow points to the 
squad car." The arrow had been put on in advance, and there' is no .X. 

In this j)hotograph the police car was located as per Mrs, t%rkharn* s 
instructions to those who arranged for the pictures. 

Here Ball identifies Exhibit ^22 which is a photograph looking east 
on natton Street, showing ■^■rs. Markhaxfl. standing on the corner and taken, 
from an opposite rather than a diagonal corner. (p.311l) Then Dulles 



asks 


Mrs 


. --arkham to 


repeat 


b 


he 


scene 


0 Qcw b 


you sa,w where 


the 


man now 


kno w! 


1 to 


be Oswald we 


mt up 


and 


p 


ut his 


arms 


on the door cf 


the 


police 


car. 


as 


I understand 


p f- 


She 


d 


id not 


hear 


any c on vs rs at i 


on. 


She re- 



peaks appprcxirnately the same descr5_ption she had given previously, de- ■ 
scribing the man Dulles sa,ld. was Ost^ald as calm and "wasndt in no htxrxgr, ^ 
Then of Tipppit, "calmij' opened the door. Calmly cratwled out like he 
wasn’t angry." She saw no weapon in his hand, and "he was Just calsily 
walking to the front of the car and when he got even with the wheel on 
the driver's side, front, you know, that man shot him." She gave Dxilles 
a non-rssponse to the next question, which was, "Did you see him draw 
his revolver?" Her words were, "He shot him like this." Dulles was 



satisfied to say, "l see," But Ball clarified it by telling her that 
she meant "from the hip or from the waist", and she agreed. Of the 
killer she then said, "it didn^t seem like it bothered him, disturbed hin 
when Dijlles asked, "The policeman hadn't made, as fa.r could, see, 

8-ny mena-cing gestures toward himk He wasn*t trying to grab him or any- 
thing of that kind?" llrs. Xarkhaxii said, "llo. He was vex=j calm, very. 

1 would say like in slow motion, you know, like he was getting out to 
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Talk with the man, or go lii the ho'ase Tor disturbance or something. - 
don’t know', " 

Again Ball doesn’t give her a chance - he testifies in the form of 
a Bues^ion, saying "ne shot across the hood of the car?" iirs. -^^rkham 
replied, "Across the hood," (p.3l5) 

Afrer Bail leads Mrs. Markham into saying that there was "a pool 



fell in the street" by the simple of expedient 



of blood where '"f’-r 
so stating 

of sssss± 2 i±xg himself and allowing her to say, "Yes, sir", he sheas 
her -oxh^bi|j (1/ fi 231; and asked if "it shows the approximate ncsi- 

tion where -h’. 'lippit fell after he was shot?", to which she replied. 

He fell right ouo this way , wnatever that means. Ball instructs he'^^, 

1? — 

i-fOOi£ S-ti tl^© QX SG O J_C!TS. u ion XH in© SUPGSu* Xs uh.sti S.nywb.8P6 n©3.P Cvb.©P© 
xippxt lellv” Sae replied, '*It don't seem to xn.e it was out that far*’’ 
Taen repeating herself, she proceeds to eirplain how the pictures lies. 
"Here’s" the "back right this way" the "like this is" and things like 
that are not comprehensible from her testinsony. The upshot, howe^rer, is 
bhat J-ippit was not where the blotch that presumably represents the "oocl 
of blood was. 

uullss brj.es hxs luck by sajring, "is this splotch out here in front 
of the car a pool of bblood‘?" and before Markham can answer Ball points 
out, 'out to the left," Marham’s reply was, "it seems to me it ought to 
oe here. There is no indication of where she meant hy "here”. Ball 
btien sa.bd, ouL taere was a pool of bloods'' and she agrees, (316) bhen 
^^’^Bies asked ij. she ac bualiy saw the blood, he got a veiur graphic repl'^. 

The ^orrjmission aas been very careful to avoid asking Mrs. MapVham 
how far she was from the squad car. Exhibit 523, with a diagram, 

does have a scale. According to this scale, the streets are about 30 

leet wide. The diagonal from curbline to curbline is imder 50 feet. 
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From Markham’s po_sition to the closest point on the squad car is 

about 120 feet, 3.nd from this point to the spot 5^?here -ippit was killed 
is approximately another 20 feet. 

Then Ball asked Markham, ”do you know a man naraed Mark Lane--?” 



he asked this in a variety of descriptive manners, askin 



11 s ne ns.a 



ever spoken to a lai'jyer from hew York, a lawyer investigating the case 
of Oswald, a man who said he was representing Oswald’s mother, etc. 
Getting nega.tives to all, Bail quotes from Lane’s testimony before the 
Dommission (2 H 5l) in which Lane said he had spoken to Markham 

who ''told me she was 100 feet away from the police car, not the $Q feet 
which appears in the affidavit.” This is in reference to a statement 
she gave to the Dallas police. He then quotes the description -^-'ane at- 
tributed to Mrs, Markham, , short, a little on the heavy side, and 
his hair was somewhat bushy,'’ She denied saying that to -^s.ne, "or any- 
body else.” Then she denied ever telling "anyone that the man who shot 
Tlppit was short, a little on the heavy side, a.nd his hair was somewhat 
bushcy” . She ; 



It was, say, wind- 



o deni 


,es that she recalls 


the 


317) 


«hen asked bjr Ball, 


"is 


” she 


replied, "it wasn’t 


o 0 



BLOwn or something. What i mean, he didn’t have a lot of hair,” The 



emphasi 



IS mine, 



Note that it represents a very clear retreat from 



Nrs, Markham’s position, instead of 4r saying it wasn’t at ail bushy, 
she said it wasn’t '’so" bushy. Then Mrs. Markham, again unsolicitedlv. 



says, "i never talked to nobodjr. ” Ford asks, /’'by telephone or- 



s.nv otb-SP 



means?” and she replies with an unequivocal "No, sir". Ford asked if 
she ever got "an anon^mious phone call from a person who asked you these 
questions?” and again her answer was an unequivocal negative. Bali 
tnen quotes mane as follows: "Helen Markham said to me she wa,s taken 
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to the polios station on tiaat sarne day, that she wa 



identif 


ied 


Oswald as the person 


who 


, 


no 


one pointed Oswald c 


ut to 


her how 


she 


could identify him. 


she 


because 


of 


his clothing, a grap- 


jack 


having r 


nade 


that statemsiit, to 


h..lin Q'. 



o 4" 
u Q 3, L» 


she 


w s. s 


•\rp yrr; 


' upset 


* * » • 




shot 


Offi 


eer 


Tipp 


;lv 


in 


the li 


ne 


■j 

■ $ * ♦ ♦ 


She 


sai 


d wt 


ten 


he 


a a li 8 '5. 




t she 


W3.S 


a.cxs 


to 


ide 


^nti 


fy him 




ind da 


rk t 


rous 


ers , 


T: 


She 


de ni 0 
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yone 


else 


, saying 


? 


Hot 


to an 


T— 


d ^ s c 


omril; 


aint 


to 


the 


police. 





body. 



as represented in the police statements themselves, aboiat the raanner 
in which he was dressed at the linenp, and his allegation that his dress 
was different from that of the others. 

drknam i.aen led by Sail through a series of denials, in- 
cluding a daaial of tia e fact thfet the man she identified was wearing a 
gray jacket. 

hhsn cautioned 



by -Julies, ”You have considered your answers verv 
carefully, have you, on this point?” she finally says, talked to two 
men, and uhis man who told me he was from Paris, Prance, Dulles 

asks her if the man said he represented a Pi^ench newspaner, but she 
dian't know the name (p.3l8) Note she said two men. Firs, -“^arkharn gets 
a little confused in her description of the man, first saying, "this 
man told me the government sent him”, and in the very nest response say- 
_^ng. He nan _ ne showed me who he was. He was a news reror-ter." Dulles 
asued ner if sae could recall the questions she was then asked. They 
were ''very few” and ” about if the police had taken me down to the police 
stsrion and did I see anything after I went into the police station, hear 
any TY, or see any lY, any radio, newspapers, or anybody talked to me, 
and 1 said they did not.” Her employer, “aices Gambolis, was present and 
listened, Az rhis point they took a recess. And at this point I want to 
note that some of these questions she has not yet, been asked by the 
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Mspeciallyj had sas seen a newspaper w.ltb Oswald's p>r±:g.H picinare. On 

n 

p,310 she was asked merely, in connection wlthnthe lineup, "Before you 
want into this rooro., were you shown a picture of anyone?" a.ncl she twas 
asked if she had seen television. She was not asked if she had seen 
the evening newspaper or any other source of a picture of Csaald, such 
as shown her by someone not a Dallas policeman, 

Aftei^ the recess -^r. Ball asked if ”on the 22d of Hovvmber, 1963, 
did you talk to an PEI agent named ,,, She said she- talked 

to people at the police station. Ball then quotes OduiTi as saying, "you 
described the man who shot Tippit as a white male, about l8, black hair, 
red complexion, wearing black shoes, tan jacket, and dark tro^isers, 
you remember that?*^ to which she replied, "l never said anything about 
his shoes because I never did look at his feet." She denied sar/ing he 
was l8, but she did remember saying he was black-haired (p.319) 
denied the red complexion 'oa.r-t. 






Then, asked who the 


ot 


her ma.n ws^s to 


'^horn. s 


he spoke. 


she said, "ds 


was a neW'Spaper reporter 


OJ 


Life ffi ag a 2 i ne 0 




said the 


LIFE story was 


accurate, but "Veir- litti 


e 


of what -i- told 


him di 


d he put 


^ * " T he u she 



denies ever ta,lking to anyone else about "your testimony or 3-cur appear- 
ance in the lineup'?" At the time of the killing, she said, under ques- 
tioning, that another man did come up, but "notziaimedistel^r", but "soon.'' 
lie was in a pickup truck. She does not recall what the man looked like, 
and when Ball tries to lead her b^r saying "a ds,rk man, looked somewhat 
Spanish?" she insisted, "l don't recall." (P.320) 

She said she saw Scoggins and before the killing, while he was 
"sitting in his cab". 

Berhaps she did, but if she did, her eyes certainlv focused sepa- 



icggins was on Patton and the man she said shot Tippit was 
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walking away from Patton on 10th. She also said there was heavy enough 
traffic to keep her from crossing the street. At this point Ball fin- 
ishes his interrogation. It is conspicuous that neither he nor an;f 
member of the staff or any Oomraission member has asked Mrs. Markhscn 
to- compare her description of the killer’s half as "wasn’t so bushy" 
(p,3l8^ with her accounts to the authorities. It is also conspicaous 
that, if Lane has quoted her affidavit to the police cor-eectl-r, the 
Comraission has not asked her to reconcile the differences between the 
pO feet she estimated as the distance between her and I'ippit and the 
approximatel 7 f 120 feet that the CSommission’ s own exhibit shows it to 
have been. 

Dulles said that he thought Mr. Dora ’’would like to have the wit- 
ness repeat what she saw the man. now known as Oswald, dof after 

the shooting..." This is something the staff has been avoiding because 
it will lead inevitably to contradictions between ?Irs. Markham, and just 

about all the other witnesses. She said, "he turned around, came back 

sn 

a.round toward Patto.n Street. He wah's^t he didn't seem to be in a no 
hurry. I thought he hadn't done anything, .and he was fooling with his 
gun in his hands, and he seen me, and he stops." 

How it his is the woman who has just testified she saw this same man 
shoot Tlppit over the hood of Tippit's oar. A.t this point she said, "l 
put my hands over my face and closed my eyes because I knew he was going 



to SI IX me, 



couidn r screair. i couldn't holxej 



’rose,* She then 



gives essentially the same description of the man "trotting off". Here 
Mrs. J%rkhaitt changed her story somewhat to say "He ran back, turned. a.nd 
came back down 10th to Patton Street. He cut across Patton Street like 
this," Her earlier version describes the calmness of his wal.k from the 
least to the intersection. 



police car at 




and i t 
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Although Mrs. Markham was excused, and it is understandable how 
anxious the Coinraission would be to feet rid of her, as an af te.rtb.ought . 
-dulles asked the attorney-general of Texas if he had any questions/ he 
wanted to a.sk, and then said, *'Gould you wait for Just a raoraent. We 
are sorry to detain you. There is something that might come up with 
the next witness, and we might wish to ask you another question. I do 






\j Kf \j 



hink we will. 



are vergr gratefu,! to you, Mrs, Markham^ 



The Commission was so afraid to question Markham that it even 

failed to confront her with the contradictions it knew exist betwee.n 
her testimony and that of othe.rSo 

She was followed by the cab driver, William Ah Scoggins. Follow- 
ing his testimoiiT, she resumed on - 0 . 311 - 0 . 

Ball 

Here Ss±2;gs shows her .Exhibits 535 and 536 (1? H 235), two news- 
paper photographs of ■‘■-ark Lane, and asked, ’^If p/^ou have ev8.r- seen the 

Jail asks if he 



man who i s 


picti 


ired 


the 


• _..o J. 


answer is 


I'j O e 


could have 


been 


one 


„ jr» 

Ox 


the 2 -men she 


spoke to. 


and thl 


"No, no." 


Then 


Dull 


ci ca 

. t j 


says, "«‘e are 


inquiring 


whether 



seen him after the assassination. " She replied, *'Yes, I know. No: not 

I have never seen 

this man. This man I have never seen -/this -man in my life.'’ At this 
poi.at, after himself asking only three osuestions. Ball said, "l have 
no further questions." But Dulles continued, asking Mrs, Markham if 
she knew who the man is, and she said she didn^t; again Mr. B.ali had 
"no o further auestions", (p.3Uo) 

CcmgJ Ford asked if she had ever had any difi’icul.ty with the law, 
to which she replied negatively, including even/tra.ff ic violations. 

At this point she is again excused. It is conspicuous that the Ocrgruxs- 
sion has not asked whether her son has had any difficulties with the law 
He had. She was involved in them. The police captured her son when he 
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was wanted in herlhome. Ee was injui’ed in an effort to escape. And^ 
-^f course, it is possible this was a pressure point upon her, if any 
pressure point were needed. After some discussion, Dulles calls upon 



Redli 


ch to 


Identify the pictures as 


those 


o.f Mr, Lane, 


which he do 




Belln 


wants the record, to show 


that 


the pictures 


bore no iden 


f icat 


ion. 


Then Cong, ^ord wants to 


kno w 


"Mhat kind of 


eyesight do 


haa-e , 


Mrs. 


MarkhariiC'* Her®'’ reply was 


that 


it is good. 





Ana that it it. if i anything developed in Scoggins’ testimony 
about which theComir.ission wanted to ask Mr>s, Markhan, they didn't. 

■i he '-'onimi. ssron should have known there would be discrepancies between 
the testimony of tirs. Markham and that of the sisters- in-law bavis, 
rirs, isarbara Jeanette Davis followed Mrs. -'tg.pkham on the stand. 



Deposition: 

July 23, 1964, Mr, Llebeler took a. deposition from. Helen Markhara 
(y? H 499/ff . ) . He begins by repeating the quotation of the testimony 
about i' 4 '.rk Lane and the various capacities in which Li.ne raight have 
represented himself to her, and she said that she had never talked to 
him, including by telephone (p. 449 ) . She 

She also says she hadn't talked to him between the time of her 
appearance In Washington and that day. After the most positive kind 
of denial from. Mrs, ‘■arkham, Liebeler- then says, "Well, now. I’ll tell 

Sl 

you very frankly, that we have a tape recording of conversation 

that purports to be a conversation between ^rou and Mark Lane on the 

rk 

telephone and I have a transcript which we will as Markham Exhibit 

1 - ", She interrupts to say, "Let me tell you now - " and Llebeler 
interrupts her to say, "I ask you to read the transcript and I will make 
arrangements - I hadn’t thought you would be hers until 1 o'clock this 
afternoon, so I don't have a tape recorder here, but I think I can have 
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the Secret Service bring one over. Would you like to hear the tape, 
so you can tell us whether or not that is ycur voice?" She said, ’’Yes; 
sure,” She then said, "u am going to tell you this, now, there was 
someone _ let me tell you this - there was someone one day _ this was 
all to me - i was scared, and I was, you know, frightened, and one day 



~ now, thi.s 


brings me back 


- t he meraor 


'ies /r-e.fe 


heretofore 


mentioned/. One 


day on my 


job there 


but he told 


me he was. from 


the city," 


She then 


himself as 


"Capta.in Frita - 


o ve r t hi s 


telephone 



she repeated this again. Llebeler then tells her, the ±sxs transcript 
indicates a telephone number that was called and asks for the telephons 
number where she worked. She said she had forgotten it, but "it's a 
Riverside 8 number.” Liebeler asks her, "is there such a number as 
iiaouhew f — b’.j'y'J'Q. ' oo vvhicn she replies negatively, lie then informs her 



I r*. A 

-u. t/-' 'wi 0 "VJr' * ^ ' • ' 



by saying/ he* 11 have the Secret Se 



that the transcript Indicates that such a number was car 
biebsler tries to cut her 
imca DPing a oape recorcier chere, but Mrs, ■^■'%rkham continues, saying', 
"Sure, and this man - what this man told me - he told me he was from 
the Dallas -'olice Department and he said it was concerning the Oswalds 
anoi vhey naa to geo a nttie more iiTfomation from me,''' Again Dgcoeier 
tries to cut her off, saying, "bell, let me call the ■'k^eret Service", b’ 
she won’t stop, continuing, "And listen, that was 'the only call I know 
of. ,o,"c Liebeler again says, 
and 'ohis tii'ne u!' 

- , .w « 

The proceedings began at 10 o* clock. They were resumed at ll;!;! 
-diebeler introduced Joan Joe Eowiett, of the Secret Service., who had 
brought the tape recorder and was going to operate it. Liebeler told 









*- we sus'oend momentar-ilv ,,, 



her to listen to the conversation and "tell us whether or not this|.s 
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cxC c m* a L> c* 1^3 G on oj. a coiiVSZ'sabiiii/ n tikalj ’vj./I,! hcvCi ovg}? o-b-G "^sl— — 

phfcine some time ago?” ’s^hen the reporter asked hew much of the recordir. 



jO b 3. ,!;CG d o wn * i_;l G b 6 1 G 1 



er re*n ; i 



ec.^ '^1 don^t nanL any of tbis on tbe record 



• o * rii o6r u'to.e cS'gznni.ng ci, oqg pla^^mg of' fete oaicG^ uh.e reporter 
note-Q thar: when the s-jitness. ’hrs^ Markhara^ began to indicate reactions 

^'O o he rt?coi.'^^ea cun*versa uxonj the i^e'oortsr res^txuecl recordi'^'o saz-'^ 
hereinafter shown and the record begins with the question and answer at 



;ae 



me Mrs, Jiarkhaai benan to indie 



her reactions. 



r’xeDe.Lt;r ss.rcij tou are shai-cing you headj a.s p you listen to this 
tape rscordeTj iirs, ^''^arkhai'a, 'John Joe, let^s stop the jceccrdar dor s 
raomento dhat do you mean to indicate by that/?” j/irsc ^■'arkham said^ ’’I 
never talked to that man. ” Libeler sasked was it her voice, and she 
n Sj-' -L i,ecl , i os.nMj ij6j.± abotve nij” vocce, duv vnat - a never talkso 



beler then asked, 



’And does ^ thi 

•i- j. 



i-'O no woraan or no man like that, ' I 

memorandum appear to be an accurate and exact transcript or tne record. 

Lnconiplets snad unconnected 
like the teis'Diiozie call 1 got 
jntinue with the .recording s.nd 
IS tape.” (p.5'01.) 

5 rrup 1 8 d t ap e .re c o r-di ng , 
shaking your head at this 
transcript down.’’ The rsporte 
os, ■^'%rkham what she had in mind 



g ?,j0 yjo Qf 
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\ L.hio -I.,.. uij.^ uj. 0 , 000 / , xiei' response is, '''I'tixs man - x have 

;p on the telephone. This man that 



G a 1 X e Cl 


me like - told you. 


he 


told 


me he 


I'JS.S 


from the city hall, the 


police 


department, the poll 


ce 


depa 


rtmsnt 


of' 


the city hall," Liebsler 


asks, ■ 


'do you rexaember havi 


ng 


this 


conversat 


ion with somebody?” Eer 




dOj but he told 'me 



id he 


had 


to 


.V6 'fc 


T hLS-lj 


was 


rrry 


boss 


CO 


my boss 


, Mr 
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rsplj Isj "Yesj I do, but he told 'me he was from the police department 

bo get some informations a little irors informa- 
tion from me, 
a minute j * tf 

asksds "And j'ou received this call at the place where voai work?’% fol- 
lowing which he asked. ”Do you rsmember specifically that when the tele- 
phone calls started, that this man told you he wag froro the city hall 
of the police departrcent'^" Her reply begins. "Yes, sir;. 3^es, sir; r5.ght 
>/hat follows is non sequitur, b'ut she in part repeats, "he was from the 
police department of the city hall o.. and sc 1 go'b permission from this 
boss, Mr. G'aiT’bolus, to talk with this man ..." She repeats again that 
he was fiom the police departr® nt. 

■“^iebeler points out the tape recording shows "This man is asking 



shows the man said, "the police took you aid yoir- affidavit." 

!, "That man - I hai’^e never ta.lked. to 'ahs.t man. I talke 



jj'c-i.i what 


the pi 


shows the 


man ; 


Her 


reply 


to a rn.an 


tha.t 1 


the city 


hall, ’ 



Liebelsr asks, *'How? do jov. ercpiain the fact that the wom.an*s voice 
on this tape recording is 'your voice?" wdnich at first she doesn't answer 



Liebeler then asks, ”Do you have 3,ny 



but then 


she 


re sp ones 


as follows : "And I 


before - 


this 


is the f 


irst time." Liebel 


doubt in 


3rour 


mind at 


all that the lady's 


voice? " 


Ksp 


re sponse 


is, "it is my voice 



I rom the city police. " 

Liebeler then attempts to point cut some of the contents of the 
tape which indicate Lane wa,s not representing himself as from the police 

- entirely aside from the fact that the transcript of the tape is clear 




21 - 



^*^arkh.am 

and explicit on his identification of hiinself, his ptirposes, and so 
forth. Hep i’eply was^ ''Man, I have never heard such a thing as this," 
Liefceler continues with the sarae line of examples, concluding with the 
stateraent, "You couldn't have thought he was fiom the police departmen' 
if he wa.s asking you what you were telling the police before - do you 



agree with rae?" and she did agree, saying 



n-tr 



out he t;opa 



wa£ 



from the police department . . , ” Liebeler then sums it un this way, 

"§o, it is your testlraony that even though you engaged in this conver- 
sation here, the man - fehen he started out, he told you that he ws.s 
from the police department.; is that right?" and her reply was, "Yes, sir 
I wouldn't have never talked to this man<, ... and this ladv- never talked 
to me." Liebeler asks, "Which lady is that?" Her reply was, "On this 
tape," He asks, "Which lady on the tape?" and her response is, "it was 
a woman talking." 

■^iebeler asks, "l thought that was yotir voice?" to wbich she re- 
sponds, "Hot at the first there." Liebeler asks if she is referring 
to the telphone operator who placed the long distance call. She replies 
"Hq; my boss called me to the telephone." After coming to the phone, 
he wants to know if she "then engaged in this telephone con'.^ersation'^" 
and her positive response was "Yes; he cei-’tainly did." Liebeler then 
says, "So that, in fact, your testimony is that you hs.d never had any- 
body introduce themselves to you as Mark Lane?" Her response: "Ho, sir 

Liebeler rephrases it as foJ-lows, "And you haven’t talked to him over 
tte telephone?" She again denies that she did. Liebeler again asks, 
"You don’t have anj doubt, howex'er, that you did engage in this particu- 
lar conversation, except thatp 7 /ou are having trouble at the beginning 
and end of it becaase you said that the man told you that he was from 
the police department when he called?" She insisted, "Yes, sir; he cer- 
tainly did. I know he did," (p.504,) 
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Liobeler then asked, ”Did you ever tell anybody that th5.s man who 
shot Officer Tip-pit was short and stocky arad had bushy hair?" In say- 
ing ho 5 Mrs. -‘-arirharri, in the words of the reporter, ” handed instru- 
ments to ■^iebeler" , Liebeler described them as ”a couple of pieces 
of paper here that you want me to look at?'’ She said, ”?lease - this 
here doesn’t | make sense and let me show you - I don’t ki ow what to thinl 
about it, out j- go tnis, but my daughter wouldn’t let me have it beca.use 
I was veiyr upset at the time and I don’t know what it even means." These 
turned out to be a letter postmarked Dallas, Tei:as, 3uly 11 , 196a, from 
oames I'-err, P.O. Box 289?, asking her to contact him about " a matter 
which I believe will be 'mutually profitable": and a telegram from the 
United States “nformation %ency telling her that they would likeher 
to. appear on a television program they are making on the findings of the 
barren Commission and on which the President of the united States, Cora- 
mission members and selected witnesses will appear. kith res-oect to the 
foimier, although there was s telephone number given and a post office 
Dox, sne couldn’t get in touch with himj a.sked a.bout the telenhone >^un"be''’ 
that ap'peared, she said, "l believe it was either the police departreent 
- I don’t know, but I called." (p.505) 

Agent: Piowiett interrupted to say he had discussed the matter of 
tne uSIA telegram, with kps, jiarkhara w?hen she had called him and that 
it was a legitimate operation of the United States Uovernme.nt. She 
asked Liobeler what she should, do, and he told her- that neither he nor- 
Hewlett could ad-s/i-se her, but she might write to Rankin, the Commission’s 
general counsel. After -this diversion, Liebeler returns to the ta-pe 
and says, *'we have listened ... part of the way through, tc about page 
c, and you followed, it through to that extent, have youj’lnot?" .She had. 



"And you are satisfied,” Liebeler sav 



J.S, that to the extent 'we have 




Markham 
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l3.stened, to the tape, that it is accurately?- set forth in this -memorain-. 
dum‘3'’ to which she also agrees, ilonetheless, she insists, "but that 
raan is wrong. Why -would any^-bod-y wa.nt to do anything like thaf?'‘ He 
asked her to initial wha.t he described as "that msmoranaLBr", and she 
wrote her nar-^e on it. 

Thereafter, he says, "Thank you very rauch, Mrs. -h.vk.'a&ra, I don^t 
have any other questions at this time." Her response was, "Well, that 
just worries me," Liebeler's answer is, "¥ell, we will have to do fur- 
ther investigation into this." After another meaningless statement 
from Mps. -''■'arkhairi, Liebeler said, "Thank you veiy much, Mrs. j^lar-khai-;i" , 
again trying to terminate it, but she persisted and asked, "bell, will 

f-i-Hc!--'! Liebeler' s assurance in the face 



- ge-c inro any tio -able over thi 



of her clear and admitted perjury is simply incredible. He re-clied, 

"I don't think so, Mps. -"-arkhaia. I wouldn't worry about it, I don't 
rhink anybody is going to cause you any trouble over that /referring to 
the telegram/. 

How could anyone possibly believe that ?lrs, Markham was referring 
to the telegram? She then said, "Tfeat was dirty in that man doing that, 
Liebeler asked her to repeat It and she used exactly : the sac-e words, 
after which Liebeler responded, "Jell, I would think that's right." He- 



last words were, "i/Jlll, he's not no better than Oswald 



? 
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, and t lie 


c ap -c 


ion is- 



-H V or 



transcribed by the r'ederal Bureau 






inv3 stigatici 



is not indicated. The date Is July 
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Some time s one wo nde r s * 




Ivith respecg tc the text of the transcript, it begins with a 

fercale 

feiiia,le voice placing a telephone number, another fesmiiisi voice saying 
"Long distance calling Hrs. i^elen Markham, please," I£rs. Markham iden- 
tifying herself on the phone, and then on the second tjrpsd page (p.5'?2' 
Hark Lane introduces himself by name, identifies himse 



investigating the Oswald case, savs he is aboui 



'••JO 



ov t:nr 



wo 'Gesbiiy oeiore gd.g 



j-esr-igaur) n lie lias oeen 



conducting and so forth, and thereupon launc;^ee into a series of ques~ 
to 

tions,/not one of which she objects and all of which she answers, -iany 
of them are in conti’adiction to some of the things she is representsd 
as having said in official docxscBnts. She says the man who shot Tippit 
was short, that his hair was "just a little bit bushy", that in the 



b ‘j'x'U'f- lool-rinv ■’act' 



f V Lid u d. 



r ir/oi 



pol5-ce linsxrp he was wearing a "lisht v: 

rolled o the window of his car down and if it wasriM; in her 
it should have been: that at the time of the Tippit killing, the police 
asked her only about his clothing and not about how he looked; that she 
could not, in fact, see his e^^es, "it was so far"; that she was told by 
several Hbi agents, 2 or 3 Secret Service agents, and Ij, or 5 Dallas city 
detectives "fox* my own good, I don’t cause I don’t want to get, 7/ou know, 
involved in nothing," as the reason for her not discussixig the ca,3e with, 
anybody^ she concluded by thanking Lane, "very much, and I, if vou need 
any mors or anything else well Just call me or come down," 

This woman has, on several occasions, under oath, insisted she 
nex^-er spoke to anyone, neve.r spoke to -^ane, nevei’ heard of Lane, never 
had a telephone conversation, and except for a LIFE and a Frcench .re- 
porter, never had any discussion with anybody about her testimo.ny in 
any way, Lae persisted after being cautioned b3r Diilles to thi.rfK through 
what: she was satring carefully, she persisted when she was caaitioned bv 




Marldiam 



li-ow the ^'oimrJ.3si on could hs.ve even con- 



Liebeler; she persisted after she had the transcript of the tape record- 
ing in her- hands; she persisted after she heard the tape recording; she 
Hcs2.5i±x pretended that she was one Helen Markhain and the woman on the 
tape was another- ~elen Markhanij at the saire time admitting that they 
were one and the same; and she offered no explanation that ms-de an^ 

•' X V 

sense whatsoever. In factj some of her explanations might, in them- 
selves, constit’ate perjurer, 

I'his is the woms-n upon ©horn the dJornraission/ draws so hea-vily in 
the lippit part of its report. How the Commission could ha.ve even con- 
sidered such a witness is beyond comprehension, Sven with the great 
tact and delicacy with which they handled her, her testimony in itself 
is of no value. It is contradictor:/ within itself, and is in contra- 
diction of other things she has said under oath, Sven with the Cpiririiis- 
sion not asking -any of the oh, so many questions, any one of which would 
have proved she was talking about things she just didnMj know about and 
had said she had seen things other than what she did see, - and these 
were things the Coramission staff and members certainly knew should have 
been asked - she comes through as a witness of whoxn the most generous 
comment would be that she was highly undependable . Actually, much worse 
is the case. 

But in addition to that, the Commission knew her to be a perjurer. 
In ada.ition to that , idark Lane had challenged to confront him a.nd Mrs, 
Markhain each with a perjury charge. The Comraission handled Lane in a 
manner that even his enemies would probably concede was improper. 

Do they confront Markham with her admitted perjury? I'to, when 

she expresses her concern over getting in trouble, Liebeler a.saures her 
he doesrMt think she will, tells her not to worry about it, and 8.grees 

with her description of whSt Lane has done in an effort to brin.v the 




cb - Markham 

truth out of her periurjr, ’'that was dirt;/” I 

Once the Cormnission had a tape recording and the transcript ther-s- 
ofj norciial procedure wou?Ld have been to recall the witness and to con- 
front her with her perjury. The OQVvmiission electedj instead, to have a 
staff member go down to Dallas and offer her a chance to cox-er it up on 
the q.t. When she couldn't, he nonetheless, told her not to worrv. 




